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BERNARD SANDERS VERMONT.
INDEPENDENT

October 20, 2000

BY FACSIMILE

Dr. Mark J. Mazur
Acting Administrator
EnergyInformationAdministration
U.S.DepartmentofEnergy
1000 IndependenceAvenue,S.W.
Washington,DC 20585

DearDr. Mazur:

I amdeeplydisappointedthatyoudecidedto postpone,until lateDecember2000,release
ofth~ EnergyInformationAdministration’s(EIA’ s)analysisof“multi-pollutant” strategiesto
reduceair emissionsfrom powerplants. As notedin my October4th letter,on June29th,I wrote
to yourpredecessor,Mr. L.A. Pettis,requestingthat EJAcompleteits analysisby October1 St.
On August1st, Mr. Pettiswroteto me,confirming that, by October1st, EIA would completeits
analysisof“multi-pollutant” emissioncapsfor sulfur dioxide(SO2),nitrogenoxide(NOx), and
carbondioxide (CO,).

I requestedtimely releasefor avery specificreason:sothatEIA’s analysiswould be able
to informpublic discussionof energyandenvironmentalissuesduring thecurrentelectioncycle.
You, however,decidedto withhold EIA’s analysisfrom Congressandthepublicuntil many
weeksaftertheelection.

I find this troubling,especiallyin light ofthe main“qualitative” conclusionoutlinedin
yourOctober11thletter. You state:“stringentconstraintsoncarbondioxideemissionsin the
electricitygenerationsectorcanbemet only throughfuel-switching-- primarily thesubstitution
ofnaturalgasfor coal.” In otherwords,mandatoryemissioncapsfor CO2havethepotentialto
wipe out coal-firedgenerationin theUnitedStates. Sincecoalgenerationsuppliesoverhalfof
all U.S. electricity,this is no trifling matter. Yet, to my knowledge,no independentbody of
expertshasproducedan analysisoftheeconomicimpactsofsuchpolicies. Timely publication
ofEIA’s analysiswould havefilled a critical gapin public informationduringanelectioncycle
in which the issuesEIA hasanalyzedarein play. Thatopportunityis nowlost.



Thepublic maybe shortchangedin otherwaysaswell. TheEnvironmentalProtection
Agency (EPA) will soonproposeamodifiedNew SourceReview(NSR) regulationthat may
feature“multi-pollutant” emissionscaps. EIA’s analysisis theverysortof independent
assessmentEPA shouldconsiderbeforeproposingsucha rule. Postponingthereleasedateby
almost threemonthsmaypreventor hinderEPAfrom taking EIA’s analysisinto account.The
delaymayalsoimpedeinformedpublic commenton a“multi-pollutant” NSRrule.

I understandthatEIA’s Annual Energy Outlook 200] will notbe completeduntil
December,andthatyou want to incorporatetheAE02001forecastinto EIA’s analysisof“multi-
pollutant” strategies.However,thefactthat newbaselinesmaygeneratenewresultsis not a
goodreasonto withhold ananalysisEIA hasalreadycompleted.On that logic, EIA should not
releaseanyanalysis,no matterhowtimely or important,andregardlessofwrittenassurances
EIA hasgiven, if EIA anticipatesthat nextyear’sAEOforecastwill differ from this year’s. But,
nextyear’s forecastwill alwaysdiffer in somerespectsfrom thisyear’s -- that is why theAEO
reportis anannualexercise.ReleasingEIA’s currentanalysiswould in no wayprecludeEIA
from subsequentlypublishingamorecomprehensive,updatedassessment.

Finally, I cannothelpobservingthatyour reconsiderationoftheOctober1st deadlinewas
promptedby the 11th-hourinterventionofaprominentadvocateof“multi-pollutant” strategies.
I hopethisdoesnotsignalaretreatfrom thecandorandindependencethathavemadeBIA a
unique“reality check” on Washington’sregulatoryagendas.Your October11th letterstatesthat,
by late December,EIA will providemewith acomprehensivesetofcostestimatesfor “multi-
pollutant” emissionscapson SO2,NOx, andCQ,aswell asaseparateanalysisof thepotential
impactsoftheNSRlitigation, alongthelinesproposedin my September25th letter. May I
assumethat this deadlineis hardandfast,andwill not be allowedto slip?

Sincerely,

f/hiS-
DavidM. McIntosh
Chairman
SubcommitteeonNationalEconomicGrowth,

NaturalResources,andRegulatoryAffairs

cc: TheHonorableDanBurton
TheHonorableDennisJ.Kucinich
TheHonorableHenryA. Waxman
TheHonorableFrankH. Murkowski
TheHonorableLarry E. Craig
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